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Translators’ notes: 


Bolestaw Bierut was the former communist activist and leader of People’s Republic of Poland 
between the years 1947 — 1956. He rivalled for power with Wtadystaw Gomulka who was the first 
president of the People’s Polish Republic and who was usurped from power by Bierut in 1948. 


In this important work we are given a solid and well-thought-out overview of the ideological and 
political situation in Poland in 1947; along with a thorough criticism and discussion of Wtadystaw 
Gomutka’s revisionism and right-wing deviationism. 


Despite being usurped from power in 1948, Gomutka later returned to power and became the leader 
of the People’s Republic of Poland a second time after Bierut’s death in 1956. Therefore, this essay 
is useful in understanding the Polish situation after the war and after Bierut’s death and serves as an 
explanation for Gomutka’s rationale in his governance of Poland. 


We chose to translate the title of this essay to ‘Against Gomulkovshchism’ instead of for example 
‘Against Gomulkism’ or ‘Against Gomulkaism’, this isn’t just a stylistic choice. In the original 
Polish version, Bierut titled his essay ‘Przeciw Gomulkowszczyznie’, rather than ‘Przeciw 
Gomutkowizmowi’ the reason for that is that the suffix ‘izm’, much like in English, is reserved for 
ideologies proper, such as ‘Marksizm-Leninizm’. Bierut’s use of the suffix ‘szczyzna’ suggests a 
tendency to be like the object in question, in this case being like Gomutka, meaning being 
revisionist and right wing deviationist. 


We kept the Polish abbreviations where the matter discussed concerned a Polish organisation such 
as the KPP (Polish Communist Party), PPS (Polish Socialist Party), SDKPiL (Social Democracy of 
the Kingdom of Poland and Lithuania), PKWN (Polish Committee of National Liberation), KRN 
(State National Council), (PPS-)WRN (Polish Socialist Party — Freedom, Equality, Independence), 
SL (People's Party). We also kept the original names of the mentioned newspapers such as ‘Trybuna 
Wolnosci’ (Tribune of Freedom) rather than translate it. For personal names we used the Polish 
spelling: ‘Gomulka’, ‘Mikotajczyk’ etc. We did however translate into English, the abbreviations 
concerning non-Polish entities such as the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks) — 
CPSU(b). 


We tried to keep the text as close to the style of Bierut as possible. We made great effort to balance 
this faithfulness with textual clarity. Therefore, possible odd way of phrasing certain sentences is an 


expected result of that. 


Translations of quotes were made in accordance with translations posted on Marxists.org. 
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Comrades! 


For three months there existed a harmful and dangerous for the Party, state of crisis within the Party 
leadership. The Party Politburo has been making efforts, to overcome this crisis, to restore to the 
Party organisational and ideological unity. 


The July Plenum of the Central Committee, without dealing with certain individuals, without 
highlighting who was the carrier of erroneous views and ideological fluctuations personally gave 
our Party a clear Marxist-Leninist analysis and evaluation of the issues that were the ideological 
basis of the crisis in the Party leadership. Even then it was already clear to the participants of the 
Plenum, that there were serious ideological fluctuations concerning the fundamental questions of 
the workers' and international movement, the evaluation of the historical traditions of this 
movement, the conclusions to be drawn from this evaluation for the further direction of our Party, 
the current tasks facing the Party in connection with the fundamental question of the unity of 
workers' parties. 


The former general secretary did not participate in the July Plenum of the Central Committee — 
Gomutka, whose erroneous anti-Marxist stance was the cause of the current crisis in Party 
leadership. As a result of Gomutka's absence, the Plenum of the Central Committee could not deal 
with all the elements of the crisis, it could not even state publicly that such a crisis existed in its 
entirety, so it could not therefore take all the necessary political and organisational decisions 
towards a rapid resolution of the crisis at its earlier stage. 


However, not only did the participants of this Plenum, but the entire active membership of the Party, 
and through it, the whole Party appreciated the exceptional significance of the ideological 
guidelines of the July Plenum of the Central Committee. 


Not only did the participants of the Plenum, but also the whole Party, with deep relief and absolute 
understanding, recognised the deliberations and guidelines of the July Plenum of the Central 
Committee as a right ideological basis for the further activity of the Party, as a valuable ideological 
achievement, deepening the Party's vigilance against the class enemy, arming the Party for 
resistance against any deviation, as a valuable contribution to the ideological upbringing of our 
Party and its creative pursuits, in the ideological education of the working masses. 


However, the fact is that the resolutions and directives of the July Plenum of the Central Committee 
did not reach Gomutka’s awareness and did not fully reach the consciousness of a certain group of 
comrades whose erroneous conceptions, and partly personal sentiment towards Gomutka, made it 
difficult to understand the significance of the ideological content of the July Plenum and obscured 
completely the tasks of the ideological arming of the Party in struggle against hesitations, against 
erroneous views, against the influence of the foreign, petty bourgeois-nationalist ideology that is 
trying to reach and penetrate the ranks of our Party. 


That is why it was put on the agenda of the last Plenum as the main issue — the issue of fighting 
against right-wing and nationalist deviation in the Party leadership, the question of analysing its 
roots and sources, the question of how to overcome it. For it so often happens in a revolutionary 
Party that, if not overcome in time, shielded from the Party or persistently defended, hesitations and 
ideological mistakes inevitably grow into deviation from the fundamental line of the Party, they 
grow into a grave danger for the Party and the working class, they are seized by the class enemy in 
order to transform them into weapons against the Party, to weaken the Party and, if successful, to 
drive it from the path on which it has been treading. That is why the Political Bureau and the last 
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Plenum of the Central Committee found it necessary to put before the Party in its entirety, without 
any omissions, the issue of right-wing and nationalist deviation in the leadership of our Party in 
order to overcome this deviation completely and utterly. 


Already a year ago, during the first meeting of the delegates of the nine communist and workers' 
parties, which established the Information Bureau of the nine parties, Gomulka's hesitations became 
evident as a result of his underestimation of the international situation at the time. Gomutka 
retreated from this position only under pressure from his comrades in the Politburo, but he 
maintained his doubts and reservations. Self-critically evaluating its own attitude to the hesitations 
present then, the Politburo stated to the Central Committee Plenum that it did not take a sufficiently 
clear and decisive stand on these divergences, that these divergences were covered up then and not 
overcome completely. The Politburo draws the lesson from this for itself and for the entire Party 
that the fluctuations and divergences that have been covered up but not overcome continue in 
latency, just like disease-causing microbes that have not been exterminated, can always re-emerge 
later with even greater force on another occasion. The microbes of ideological fluctuation appeared 
in Gomutka with even greater force at the moment when a serious crisis was unveiled in the 
Yugoslav Party which led it astray. 


The developing Yugoslavian events were undoubtedly a stimulus for Gomutka's speech at the June 
Plenum of our Party. 


Only seemingly, the topic of Gomulka's paper on the historical traditions of the Polish workers' 
movement at the June Plenum of our Central Committee is not related to international problems and 
the current tasks of the workers' parties. In fact, there is an internal connection between these two 
issues, this connection exists in an eminently fundamental sense. The history of our workers’ 
movement, the anti-Marxist misjudgement of which in Gomulka's paper took the whole activity of 
our Party by surprise and hit the active members over the head with a bash, developed in close and 
direct connection with the theory and practice of the Bolshevik Party led by Lenin. 


Lenin followed the development of the Polish revolutionary movement with his usual careful 
attention, drew from the experience of our movement — both from its achievements and mistakes 
— lessons and conclusions which he exhaustively considered and generalised in his theoretical 
works. He gave critical evaluations, unparalleled in his penetrating Marxist analysis, of the various 
currents active in the Polish workers' movement; he showed the ideological sources of Rosa 
Luxemburg's sectarian theories, which distorted the activity of the then revolutionary and Marxist 
— albeit inconsistently Marxist — Polish Party, such as the SDKPiL; he unmasked mercilessly the 
chauvinist and bourgeois-nationalist face of the “fracy*[see Index]”, the then right wing of the PPS, 
as agents of the bourgeois agents in the working class. 


Perhaps none of the pieces of the world’s revolutionary movement received such exhaustive and 
comprehensive treatment in Lenin's journalistic and theoretical works as the Polish revolutionary 
movement. This is not surprising. Lenin knew the leaders of our movement, he came into contact 
with them many times at Party Congresses and Party conferences, he heard them speak, he followed 
their speeches over a dozen years. Therefore, there is no more thorough, historically materialistic 
method of evaluating our movement and its tradition than the assessment contained in Lenin's 
works. 


Gomutka's June paper was undoubtedly a conscious revision of Lenin's assessment of the history of 
our movement, based on a complete separation of the struggle for national sovereignty from the 
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class struggle. This was clear enough from the course of the discussion of Gomutka's position 
during the repeated meetings of the Politburo devoted to this matter. 


What is striking, what comes to the fore in Gomutka's statements at the June Plenum about his 
evaluation of the history and tradition of the workers' movement in Poland? What is striking is 
above all the detachment from the basis of the class struggle, from the fundamental revolutionary 
goals of that struggle. Gomulka's whole evaluation of the tradition and history of the workers’ 
movement in Poland is one-sided and false. He treats the basic question of Poland's independence 
without linking this question to the totality of the class struggle of the proletariat. But the 
revolutionary workers' movement in Poland, fighting for national liberation, set before itself tasks 
that were more far-reaching; it aimed at overthrowing bourgeois power and the capitalist system, it 
aimed at gaining political power, and in these efforts it encountered not only the fierce resistance of 
the bourgeoisie, but also the no less fierce resistance of the bourgeois agents operating within the 
workers' movement, among whom the leading place was occupied by the right wing of the PPS. 


The independence slogan put forward by the PPS was something different for the PPS right-wing 
leaders, closely associated with the Pitsudskism, and something completely different for the 
workers in the Party's ranks and its left-wing current. For the right-wing leadership, it was the most 
important weapon for smashing and paralysing the revolutionary class aims of the workers’ 
movement, in order to harness that movement to the political goals of the bourgeoisie. For the 
Polish bourgeoisie, gaining its own statehood, however truncated and dependent on the partitioners, 
was important mainly from the point of view of permanently securing its political power. In 
accordance with these basic aims of the bourgeoisie, the PPS’ Right wanted to limit the 
development of the revolutionary movement to the stage of gaining independence as the basis of the 
bourgeois political system, within which the working class would at most develop its struggle for its 
economic and political slogans partially, and mainly by means of parliamentary tactics. 


Such was the basic, fundamental difference in the goals and tasks put forward by two fundamentally 
opposed currents in the labour movement in Poland. 


Gomutka was ready to deposit not the Leninist but the PPS conception of the struggle for 
independence as “the ideological basis of the united Party”. But this is a clear departure from the 
principles of Marxism-Leninism, it is a revision of Leninism from the plane of opportunistic 
nationalist ideology, it is an actual ideological capitulation before the nationalist traditions of the 
PPS. 


The lack of a class and revolutionary compass in Gomutka's reasoning on the question of 
independence, and his stubbornness in defending blatantly false concepts, leads him to blatantly 
diminish the influence of the victory of the revolution in Russia in 1917 on Poland regaining 
independence. “I do not agree,” Gomulka said in response to a draft resolution of the Politburo, 
“with the thesis that the PPS conception of independence has gone bankrupt, therefore the question 
arises whose conception has won.” 


And here is how Gomutka answers this question: “The independence conception of the PPS was a 
bourgeois, nationalist conception and as such it did not go bankrupt, but won in 1918. The fact that 
Poland regained its independence as a result of the Russian Revolution and revolutionary 
movements in Europe does not change this at all.” What does it mean? How to understand it? How 
to characterise such a method of thinking? 
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There is no denying that this is not the method of historical materialism that Marxists are obliged to 
follow, but this kind of obscure scholasticism that permeated all of Gomutka's reasoning at the time, 
indicating that he had fallen into a plane of societal analysis highly dangerous and distinctly alien 
for a Marxist. 


Gomutka questions the validity of the KPP slogans in the interwar period. If, when evaluating that 
period, one does not link the question of government and the question of independence either with 
the proletarian revolution or with the slogan of the dictatorship of the proletariat, then one must say 
clearly that what is at stake is the bourgeois government and state independence within the 
framework of bourgeois power. This is how the right wing of the PPS posed the question of the 
workers and peasants’ government and national independence, and it posed these questions 
precisely because it was an agent of the bourgeoisie in the workers' movement. But the KPP was a 
revolutionary and Marxist Party, and to reproach it for linking the question of independence and 
government with the proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat would be difficult 
for a Marxist to understand. 


Of course, in the period when Hitlerism was preparing its invasion of Europe and Poland was 
threatened by this invasion, KPP should have put forward the slogan of defending Polish 
independence, which it did. At that time the content of the class struggle changed fundamentally. A 
national front is created in the struggle against the imperialist plunderer who tries to subjugate 
weaker nations to his will. Then the war becomes a national, just war against the most dangerous 
imperialist plunderer in a given situation. That was the attitude of the PPR from the moment of its 
creation. 


Putting itself at the forefront of the national liberation struggle, PPR linked the struggle for Poland's 
liberation with the struggle to gain power for the masses of the people, with the working class at the 
head. This was expressed in the creation of KRN as a national representative agency. 


During the period of struggle for political power, which originated with the KRN and the regional 
national councils, we had a particularly successful interaction between the internal forces of the 
Polish working people in the cities and in the countryside and the revolutionary forces of the Soviet 
state. These forces developed into an armed power on the basis of the socialist system, i.e., the 
system which grew out of the dictatorship of the proletariat. It was thanks to this collaboration of 
international revolutionary forces that the particular form of political power which we have called 
people's democracy could emerge in Poland and in other countries. The class character of these 
forces and the class character of political power in the countries of people's democracy, power based 
on the hegemony of the working class at the head of a broad front of the working masses, i.e., above 
all, the poor and middle peasantry, is indisputable. At the time of the KRN uprising, some comrades 
in our Party underestimated the real balance of class forces and the special importance of the 
collaboration of these forces in the struggle for political power with the armed power of the USSR, 
as a revolutionary and liberating force, as a class-allied force, and not just the force of a wartime 
ally. 


The incorrect assessment of the specific balance of class forces resulted in these fluctuations, which 
were reflected in the attempts to distort the concept of the KRN, as the fifth point of the Resolution 
of the Plenum of the Central Committee mentions. The best reflection of the nature of the 
hesitations at that time is an article by comrade Bienkowski in “Trybuna Wolnosci”, the chief organ 
of our Party, dated 1.7.1944, that is, three weeks before PKWN took power as the executive organ 
of KRN. The article entitled “Our Position” (“Nasze stanowisko”) could not have been published 
without the consent of Gomulka, who supervised the editing of Party publications on behalf of the 
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Party leadership. In this article, which sets out the Party's position on the basic problem of political 
power on the eve of Poland's liberation, there is no concept of the KRN at all. It has been left out of 
the brackets of any political consideration. 


On the eve of Poland's liberation, at a crucial moment of the struggle for state power, we see in the 
author of this article a clear stake for the political groups, which constituted the political support of 
the reactionary camp, the right wing of “Stronnictwo Ludowe”, the wing led by Mikotajczyk, and 
the CKL, which was a diversionary creation of the “London delegation”, set up in order to break up 
the KRN. This could not be described otherwise than as an opportunistic renunciation of the slogan 
of the struggle for power of the working people under the hegemony of the working class, as an 
attempt to evade the fight which was mobilised and led by our Party as the leading organisation in 
the KRN, as the initiator and leader of the People's Army. 


On the eve of liberation, at the moment of the decisive defeat of the occupying power, the struggle 
for state power came to the fore. At the moment when the working people were preparing to 
establish new revolutionary laws on the basis of state power under the hegemony of the working 
class — the author of this article limits himself to convincing the reaction of the necessity of 
constitutional reform, which would secure the hegemony of Mikotajczyk. What ways out did the 
opportunists in our Party see at the time? 


We read: “The pressure of this force should go in the direction of immediate removal from 
unlawfully usurped chief positions (e.g., president, commander-in-chief) of people who have no 
support in the nation, who conduct policies contrary to the elementary interests of Poland... ina 
word... to rebuild the government in accordance with the postulates of Polish democracy.” 


So, the reconstruction of the reactionary “London government” by means of changes in the position 
of president and commander-in-chief, in order to secure the positions of Mikolajczyk, Kwapioski 
and other leaders of the SL and WRN who were devoted to reaction with all their souls — this is the 
whole opportunist program that the right-wing group in our Party, the group under the patronage of 
Gomutka, had embraced at the time of the struggle for state power. 


I must state here that the so-called “Our Position” was not the position of the Party, but was the 
position of a right-wing group within the Party. The Party in this period was forming national field 
councils all over the country, forming new divisions of the People's Army, strengthening the ties of 
the workers-peasants alliance not in top-down combinations but in mass struggle and organisational 
work from below. 


Our Party was preparing with faith and conviction to fight for national power. There was no sign 
that anyone in the field organisations doubted victory. Why did the opportunist group in the then 
leadership of our Party, the group patronised by Gomutka, look for other ways? I think one can 
briefly point to two reasons for this disbelief: 


First of all, it stemmed from an underestimation of the strength of the working class, from an 
underestimation of the strength of the alliance of workers and peasants under the leadership of our 
Party which grew and strengthened in the fire of the struggle against the occupier. 


Secondly, it stemmed from a misunderstanding of the essence of the social liberatory aspirations of 


the USSR, which stemmed from the ideological principles of the CPSU(b) and from its role in 
international front in the struggle of all people's democratic forces against imperialism. 
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We bring out the profound misunderstanding of the ideological principles of Marxism-Leninism, 
which have always guided the CPSU(b) and which still today define its leading role in the 
international front of the struggle against imperialism, onto the plane of open Party criticism in 
order to help all those who reveal this misunderstanding to overcome the hesitation, which results 
from this misunderstanding. 


We bring them out onto the plane of open criticism and self-criticism in order to eradicate also from 
the Party all elements of distrust or disbelief in the great power of international solidarity of the 
working people which is proclaimed by the ideology of Marxism-Leninism. This venom of distrust 
and disbelief, especially with regard to the USSR, has been and continues to be inculcated into the 
nation by the most bitter enemies of the working people. It has always caused, and continues to 
cause, incalculable damage to the most vital interests of our country, weakening our international 
position. 


We cannot omit from this critical analysis other erroneous positions, which are mentioned in the 
resolution of the Plenum of the Central Committee, and which, revealing themselves gradually led 
Gomutka to a rightist and nationalist deviation from the fundamental line of our Party. Wrong was 
his attitude to the formation of class forces in the countryside; this led to a blurring of the 
perspective of the gradual reconstruction of agriculture in the direction of new economic forms, 
facilitating and accelerating the building of the foundations of the socialist system, which is the 
fundamental aim of our Party's program. 


What, for example, was the character of the tendencies expressed in the equal treatment of the rural 
poor and the rural rich in the use of machinery facilities, which in fact often placed these facilities 
under the control of the rural capitalist elements and made it difficult for the poor to use these 
facilities? 


What was hidden in Gomutka's resistance to that part of the resolution of the Information Bureau 
resolution, which discusses the ideological and programmatic guidelines of the Marxist party in 
relation to the question of the socialist reconstruction of agriculture and the liberation of the poor 
and middle peasantry from the exploitation of speculative and capitalist elements? 


Inherent in this attitude is undoubtedly the opportunist tendency to evade class struggle against 
capitalist elements in the countryside, a struggle without which there can be no further victorious 
march to socialism. 


The same opportunist tendency is clearly visible in Gomutka's last statements on unification issues, 
on methods of uniting the two workers' parties. One can see in these statements the erroneous 
conception of merging the two parties without actually eliminating the ideologically alien, right- 
wing elements present among a certain part of the old PPS cadres, linked in the recent past with 
WRN, and without a sharp struggle against the influence of foreign ideology. This is a dangerous 
conception that can seriously hamper the ideological upbringing of the United Party, introduce 
harmful sentiments of conciliatory, tolerant attitude towards ideologically alien trends and views 
into it, thus loosening the ideological and organisational cohesion of the United Party, hampering its 
development and its foundation on the tried and tested ground of Marxism-Leninism. 


It is impossible not to see in this tendency of resurgence of the opportunist social democratic 


concepts, which have not been completely overcome, and which are still being revived, and with 
which our Party has waged and must continue waging an unrelenting struggle. 


https://twitter.com/NatProle https://odysee.com/@Nat-prole:7 


We have characterised Gomutka's errors, which, as the resolution of the Plenum of the Central 
Committee states, are not isolated or accidental, but constitute, despite internal contradictions, a 
definite system of right-wing and nationalist views. 


Each of us must ask ourselves: what are the sources of these errors? What are their roots? Why have 
they appeared in all their brightness just in the last months? We are all in favour of maximum 
tactical flexibility, but we all should and will fight in the strongest possible terms against deviation 
from and distortion of the basic tenets of Marxism. 


Gomutka's system of thought was burdened by insurmountable insularity, narrow nationalism that 
constricts the political horizon, does not allow one to see the close relations in the present era 
between national aspirations and internationalism, and leads to political conclusions that are false 
and very harmful in practice. 


Hence, the separation of the cause of independence from the class struggle of the proletariat in the 
evaluation of the past of the Polish workers' movement, hence the wrong understanding of the 
essence of people's democracy, the transformations taking place in it, and sliding into some kind of 
“golden mean” between liberal bourgeois democracy and socialist democracy. 


Hence — as the resolution points out — the tendency to omit or not to emphasise the truth that the 
Polish road to socialism, despite some specific features, is not something qualitatively different, but 
is a variation of the general road to socialism, a variation which came into being precisely thanks to 
the previous victory of socialism in the USSR, a variation based on the experience of socialist 
construction in the USSR with the specificity of the new historical period which defines the 
conditions of Poland's historical development. 


Hence, the distortion of the essence of the relations linking the countries of people’s democracy 
with the countries of victorious socialism and of the deepest solidarity of their interests, relations 
quite different from those linking the countries of people’s democracy with the capitalist countries. 
Hence, the distortion of the essence of the struggle for sovereignty threatened by the expansion of 
American imperialism and its German exponent. 


These errors stem from a fundamentally false, anti-Leninist attitude to the national question, from a 
fundamentally false, opportunist attitude to the peasant question. These errors reveal a striking 
similarity to analogous phaenomena which were not put the brakes on in time and as a result have 
already been completely exhibited in Yugoslavia. 


The affinity of these phaenomena is not accidental, for they grow out of similar soil. What is the 
explanation that these errors came to light only in the most recent period? As long as the whole 
impetus of our Party's struggle was directed against the reactionary fascist forces which were often 
aiming, without any cover, at the return of landlord-capitalist rule, Gomutka's system of views did 
not expose the weakness of its ligaments, nor the ideological opportunism that was latent in it. 


When the basic reactionary fascist forces were crushed in Poland, people's democracy in Poland 
entered the next phase of its development. Against the further consolidation and development of 
people's democracy came the capitalist speculative elements, which fed on the difficulties of the 
post-war period and the exploitation of the rural poor. Then a new principal contradiction began to 
emerge between the popular forces, which were consistently democratic, i.e., the workers and 
working peasants and the capitalist forces in the city and in the countryside. On the day-to-day 
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agenda stood the question of the intensifying class struggle against capitalist elements, especially in 
the countryside. 


It was then that Gomutka's attitude began to show cracks and his ideological weakness became 
apparent. And there is no doubt that not only in Poland but also in other countries of peoples’ 
democracy, the contradiction between capitalist and anti-capitalist forces within the people’s 
democratic system is coming more and more to the fore. 


The capitalist forces want to “freeze” the present balance of class forces (waiting for a more 
favourable situation for themselves), they want “stabilisation” on the basis of the preservation in the 
system of people's democracy — to the extent that currently exists — of the possibility of the 
growth of capitalist elements, counting on their resilience, on the self-recreation of capitalism from 
the subsistence economy and on the eventual support from the outside. 


On the other hand, the working class wants further growth of socialist elements at the expense of 
the suppression and liquidation of capitalist elements, while the poor and middle peasantry wants to 
liberate itself from the exploitation and oppressive supremacy of the rich of the countryside, which 
contributes to the strengthening of the worker-peasant alliance on a deeper basis. In such a situation 
the hidden opportunist nucleus of the right-wing group in our Party comes to the surface, the 
tendency to blunt the blade of class struggle, to create a favourable climate for the countryside’s 
rich and their natural aspirations for economic expansion and, consequently and necessarily, also to 
their political expansion. 


As the long experience of the labour movement teaches us, opportunism usually goes hand in hand 
with nationalism, usually in the form of “social nationalism.” It is no different with us. More than 
anywhere else, opportunism is intertwined with nationalism, taking advantage of the rich soil of 
nationalist superstition, not yet ploughed through, and the anti-Russian and anti-Soviet sentiment 
carefully fostered by class enemies. In view of the progressing division in the world between the 
imperialist and anti-imperialist camps, today more than ever the attitude towards the USSR is 
becoming the test of sincere internationalism, the test of loyalty to the cause of socialism, and at the 
same time the one and only strong refuge of our independence and sovereignty. 


The class content of both opportunism and nationalism is one form or another of conciliation or 
rapprochement with the bourgeoisie. 


In 1915, in a polemic with the prominent Menshevik Potresov, Lenin wrote among other things: 


“The ideological and political affinity, connection, and even identity between opportunism and 
social-nationalism are beyond doubt... social nationalism has developed from opportunism, and it 
was the latter that gave it strength... 


...An adherent of internationalism who is not at the same time a most consistent and determined 
adversary of opportunism is a phantom, nothing more. Perhaps certain individuals of this type will 
honestly consider themselves “internationalists”. However, people are judged, not by what they 
think of themselves but by their political behaviour. The political behaviour of “internationalists” 
who are not consistent and determined adversaries of opportunism will always aid and abet the 
nationalist trend.” 


How much brilliant perspicacity, how much topical acuity is contained in these words! 
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Doesn't the thought of applying this Leninist analysis to Tito's buoyant, empty and hypocritical 
“internationalist” phraseology come to mind? 


Shouldn't understanding the nature of this issue be a wake-up call for the entire Party? 


Shouldn't it mobilise all Party members, faithful to the beautiful traditions of our movement, to fight 
decisively against the right-wing and nationalist deviation in our Party? 


There can be no doubt that our whole Party, which has given so much proof of its loyalty to the 
working class, its interests and its ideals, will react to this danger in this way and not in any other. 


Comrades! 

Contrary to Gomutka's opportunist and nationalist tendencies, which particularly intensified after 
the first session of the Information Bureau, the Central Committee and the Politburo developed the 
correct political line, upheld the ideological Marxist foundations of the PPR and strengthened the 
Party's connection with the working class. 

The result of this correct line of our Party has been a serious increase in its authority among the 
masses of the people, above all, among the working class, as revealed by all the electoral actions in 
the trade unions, by the elections of the worker councils, but also in the peasant masses, as 
expressed by the elections in cooperatives. An expression of the growing confidence of the popular 
masses in our Party is also the rapid growth of its ranks. 


The fidelity of the Party leadership to the principles of Marxism-Leninism and to the revolutionary 
traditions of the Party is evidenced by the fact of the determined resistance of the Party leadership 
to Gomulka's June paper and to his many earlier and later errors. It would, however, be a departure 
from the principles of Marxism if, in examining here the question of right-wing and nationalist 
deviation in the Party leadership, we did not illuminate with a spotlight of self-criticism the serious 
shortcomings and errors that had become apparent in all the leadership links of our Party, beginning 
with the Politburo. The position of the comrades who, in the face of Gomutka's speech at the June 
Plenum, which was unprecedented in both form and content, asked how the Politburo could allow 
such a situation to happen that the General Secretary could address the enlarged Plenum of the 
Central Committee with such a developed nationalist line without the knowledge of the Politburo, 
was not without merit. 


And here it must be stated that Gomulka's opportunist and right-wing stance, before it took ona 
clear form of deviation, was not always met with a fairly vigorous rebuff from the Party leadership. 


The experience of our Party fully confirms the thesis put forward by the declaration of the 
Information Bureau ten months ago that “the main danger for the working class at the present time 
lies in underestimating its own forces and overestimating the forces of the imperialist camp.” 


It must be stated here that the errors and shortcomings, which took place in the leadership of our 
Party in this period, both in the assessment of the international situation and in the assessment of the 
situation at home, resulted precisely from underestimating the forces of the working class and 
overestimating the forces of reaction. Underestimating the forces of the working class and 
overestimating the forces of reaction is also connected with the attitude of adapting to the mentality 
and prejudices of the petty bourgeoisie instead of actively transforming and combating them. 


This attitude is mainly due to the great backwardness of the Party on the cultural front, in working 
among the intelligentsia. 
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The Party's underestimation of the forces of the working class and overestimation of the forces of 
reaction must also have contributed to an insufficient clarity in the Party's position on the pace of 
the people's democracy's advance toward socialism. 


The Party's Central Committee did not analyse deeply enough the relationship between the growth 
of socialist, smallholder and capitalist elements in the rural economy, which must have also 
contributed to the lack of clarity in the Party's policy. Insufficient resistance by the Central 
Committee to opportunist ideas about the harmonious coexistence and development of the “three 
sectors” in our economy, which here and there made their way across various Party cells. This gave 
rise to a tolerant attitude on the part of the Party leadership towards individual manifestations of 
disregard for the intensifying class struggle in the countryside and for the fact that capitalist 
elements were growing in the countryside, which as a result had to lead to the obscuration of the 
revolutionary perspective by the Party organisations, to weakening of its class militancy, and class 
struggle, and in some sections — to the creation of theories about the blurring of class struggle. 


A clear expression of succumbing to these right-wing and opportunistic tendencies to blur class 
distinctions in the countryside was the failure to oppose the establishment of a single price for all 
peasants for the services of machinery facilities, which must have led to a distortion of the very idea 
of machinery facilities as a tool to defend the smallholder peasant without any livestock, from the 
exploitation by the rich peasant. A similar lack of class differentiation was also carried out in the 
matter of calling for peasant obligation to perform ‘neighbourly assistance’. 


Finally, the Party leadership did not sufficiently undergo criticism of the way rural settlement policy 
was implemented in the Recovered Territories, leading to the privileging of rich peasants in 
settlement action. 


It should also be noted that the Party leadership did not always stand up to Gomutka's nationalist 
leanings. A false assessment of the pre-war KPP and PPS was quite often present in Gomutka's 
speeches. 


We also remember the defensive tone of Gomultka's speech at the October Plenum of the Central 
Committee last year, when Gomutka, in the face of the creation of the Information Bureau of 
Communist Parties, which PPR takes part in, made a special effort to justify the difference between 
the PPR members and the Communists, and moved Comrade Bienkowski so much that a few days 
later, at a rally devoted to the commemoration of 50 KPP members who had been hanged by the 
Gestapo, Bienkowski declared that they were not Communists but members of the PPR. 


The Party leadership did not sympathise with these views and sometimes criticised them, but until 
the June Plenum it did not give them firm resistance. 


The tolerant attitude of the Party leadership towards Gomutka's individual right-wing and 
nationalist mistakes, and, above all, in view of his tendency to separate the specific path of people's 
democracy from that of the USSR and the related opportunist blurring of the focus of the class 
struggle in the development of people's democracy, must also have had a negative impact on the 
practical activity of the Party and on the education of its members. 


There was too little and insufficient work in the area of familiarising the Party with the experience 


of socialist construction in the USSR. In particular, we did not do anything during the entire period 
of the People's Republic of Poland to familiarise the Party with the life of the Soviet socialist 
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countryside, to make the Party aware of the truth about the construction of kolkhozes, to immunise 
it against the false and deceitful presentation of the situation in the Soviet countryside by the 
reaction. 


We did not sufficiently familiarise the Party with the achievements of Marxist-Leninist thought, and 
our publishing activity in this field was too weak. But we are particularly backward in the area of 
familiarising the Party with the history of the CPSU(b), with its leading role in the international 
labour movement. There was also insufficient pushback against the conception that treated the 
ideological work of the Party in an abstract way, in isolation from concrete social changes in the 
country and from the perspective of the development of these transformations towards socialism. 
The weak propagandising of Marxism-Leninism in the Party went hand in hand with the toleration 
of ideological confusion among the Party intelligentsia, with the neglect of Marxist illumination of 
the issues of literature, art, science, which was reflected in, for example, the attitude of “Kuznica”. 


This state of affairs has been particularly glaring in the inhibition of our Party's cultural offensive 
and is reflected in the work of our universities, which are still completely dominated by non- 
Marxist, pseudo-scientific ideological assumptions, especially in the humanities. 


In the field of mass propaganda and cultural work, members of our Party all too often succumb to 
the opportunist tendency to adapt to the mentality and prejudices of the petty bourgeoisie instead of 
fighting and overcoming them. 


A tolerant attitude toward opportunist and nationalist errors also led to deviations from the 
principles of Marxism-Leninism on the role of the Party. The Party leadership did not fight 
vigorously enough against the tendency toward wide and indiscriminate recruitment to the Party, 
thus disregarding the basic principle of Leninism that the Party is the concentration of the best 
elements of the working class, that it is the leading branch of the working class and the highest form 
of class organisation of the proletariat. 


Forgetting these principles and a lack of vigilance in admitting people to the Party led to it being 
burdened with the ballast of socially alien elements and careerist individuals, who treated the Party 
card only as a tool for achieving promotion or other benefits. This was undoubtedly detrimental to 
the Party. 


There was also insufficient leadership and care for Party members working in the state apparatus. 
Such a state of affairs led, by its very nature, to the detachment of Party bodies from everyday work 
of the state and to a limitation of their influence on this work, while on the other hand it led to the 
bureaucratisation and detachment from the Party of the weaker Party members in the state apparatus 
in the moral and political sense. 


At the root of these shortcomings, however, lies an underestimation of the leading role of the Party 
and all of its links in bringing about political, economic and cultural change in Poland. 


This underestimation was reflected in the policy of distribution of Party cadres, namely, in the 
tendency to weaken the Party apparatus in favour of the state apparatus; it was expressed in the 
toleration of an inappropriate tendency to numerically deplete the Party apparatus, in the lack of 
sufficient concern for creating normal working conditions for it. 
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A serious shortcoming in the Party was the poor style of work in the Party leadership, its 
detachment not only from the central activists but also from the members of the Central Committee, 
as well as the lack of collegiality in the work of the various links of the Party. 


Failure to fully appreciate the leadership role of the Party, neglect of collectivity at work, and 
inadequate understanding of the tasks and role of the Party apparatus must have yielded a number of 
negative consequences. 


If the great concern is still the acute lack of cadres, then the source of this lack lies precisely in the 
above-mentioned negative phaenomena of Party life. For it is a fundamental truth of Leninism that 
“the Party, as the rallying centre of the finest members of the working class, is the best school for 
training leaders of the working class, capable of directing every form of organisation of their 
class.” 


And if we have to state that the splendid movement of putting people from the working class into 
economic and state management positions has stalled in the recent years, it is not only the result of 
the faulty work of our personnel departments, our training centres, including universities, It is, 
above all, the result of underestimating the leadership role of the Party, of all its links, in carrying 
out political, economic and cultural changes in Poland, as well as the result of underestimating the 
principles of team work in all Party institutions, after all the Party is the best school for educating 
working-class leaders. 


The object of our constant concern is the insufficient role in the life and struggle of the working 
class of the basic transmission of the Party to the working masses — the trade unions. We often note 
an insufficient activity of the trade unions in awakening the activity of the working masses in 
production, their still insufficient role in labour cooperation, in organizing the movement of 
innovators and rationalisers of production, in training workers and putting them forward for 
managerial positions, and their insufficient concern for raising the level of the general material and 
cultural living conditions of the working masses. 


Another unquestionable shortcoming of trade union work is the weak pulse of low-level union work 
and the frequent detachment of union activists from the working masses. On the other hand, we see 
the disturbing phaenomena of underestimation, relegation, and disregard of the trade unions by 
some bureaucratic and sometimes foreign links in the economic apparatus. 


It is necessary, however, to draw the attention of comrades to the question of methods of combating 
errors and deviations from the Party's fundamental line. Errors in themselves are not dangerous if 
they are noticed and corrected. It happens that one does not notice his ideological errors, but the 
criticism of comrades makes it easier to understand them. 


Understanding mistakes requires a self-critical analysis of the causes that gave rise to them. This is 
all the more necessary the more authoritative is the social and Party position of the comrade who 
expresses erroneous views: for in these conditions erroneous views are transmitted to a wider group 
thanks to the authority of the person holding the authoritative position. Our Party has achieved a 
strength and ideological cohesion, which no other allied Party has had or could have, because our 
Party is guided in its actions by the method and theory of Marxism-Leninism, tried and tested in the 
fire of many years of revolutionary struggle, in the historical experience of the international 
workers' movement. This is the kind of strength, ideological cohesion we want to have in the new 
United Party. We can only achieve this with the maximum sharpening of the ideological vigilance of 
every link in the Party. Ideological vigilance of the Party is created by criticism and self-criticism of 
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mistakes within proper organisational units if these errors do not go beyond the framework of these 
units, and by criticism in the whole Party - if the errors begin to have a wider impact, if they take 
the character of a deviation from the fundamental directional line of the Party. Bold criticism and 
self-criticism does not bring disrepute to the Party. On the contrary, it strengthens it ideologically: 
hiding or covering up mistakes can in fact seriously weaken it. On the other hand, persistent 
adherence to erroneous positions, poses a great danger, which, if not combated, can lead to the 
direst crisis, to enormous and irreparable damage, not only to the Party, but also to the country. 


An example of such dire crisis, which causes irreparable damage to nations of Yugoslavia, breaks 
the ideological and organisational bond of international solidarity with the USSR and the countries 
of people's democracy and reinforces aggression of the imperialists, is the anti-Marxist attitude of 
the leaders of the Yugoslav Party. The leaders of the Yugoslav Party denied the right to criticism of 
their mistakes by the parties, which form the Information Bureau with them, thus breaking out of 
the ideological control by the international organisation, placing themselves outside the framework 
of that organisation. 


The July Plenum of the Central Committee of our Party considered the situation in the Yugoslav 
Party, defined the nature of its mistakes and condemned the leaders who did not hesitate to break 
the united front of the revolutionary struggle against imperialism, under conditions of increasingly 
aggressive attacks by imperialism. The Yugoslav leaders convened a Party congress whose 
proceedings were entirely devoted to attacks on the countries of people's democracy and the USSR. 
Yugoslav activists, speaking out against such a destructive policy of the Party leadership were 
forced into silence via terror and repressions. 

What communist and democratic element is left of the Party whose leaders in their conceit 
proclaimed that it was the best and most revolutionary, that it would build socialism faster and 
better than other countries, that it did not make and had never made mistakes, that it would not 
tolerate anyone's criticism? What remained was hostile attitude towards the parties comprising the 
Information Bureau, instead of solidarity and ideological unity. Such are the results of rejecting the 
Leninist method of criticism and self-criticism within the ideological international organisation. 


However, on the example of the last Plenum of the Central Committee of our Party we can state 
how right and fruitful open and sincere criticism and self-criticism is for the growth of the 
ideological forces of the Party. Thanks to this open and sincere criticism and self-criticism, the Party 
won in the fight against ideological fluctuations in the Party leadership. The weapon of open and 
frank criticism and self-criticism has helped Party leadership to significantly raise the political, 
theoretical, and ideological level of the Party, it has strengthened and enriched the Party leadership, 
and undoubtedly enriched the whole Party with the great experience of fighting the danger of 
deviation from the Party's fundamental line, endowed the Party with fighting spirit and increased its 
vigilance, mobilised the Party cadres and exerted a great influence on the spirit of making the Party 
immune to foreign ideological influences, strengthening its compactness and authority. 


We face the momentous “task of overcoming ideological deviation.” To achieve this goal, we will 
mobilise the entire Party. We will also not allow the fight against right-wing and nationalist 
deviations, which threatened to destroy our achievements, to be accompanied by the revival of evil 
sectarian and ultra-leftist tendencies. 


We will all protect the precious ideological heritage of the Polish Workers’ Party, its beautiful and 
glorious traditions from the period of the struggle against the partitioners, its creative work during 
the period of building the foundations of the People's Republic of Poland, which consisted of 
sacrificially shed blood and the toil of tens and hundreds of thousands of our Party members. 
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The Party values its leaders, their contribution to the work and struggle of the Party as a whole, and 
places its confidence in them, but sees in them only the realisers of the idea that guides the Party 
and the working class. Above any sentiment towards individuals, the Party places loyalty to the 
revolutionary idea, steadfastness in its realisation, and vigilance against all attempts of infiltration 
of the foreign influences. 


This is the strength of our Party, which will not build its work on the principles of ‘leaderism’, but 
bring to the fore the collective effort of the activists and the whole Party masses. The fight against 
right-wing and nationalist deviations is being waged under difficult circumstances of the pressure 
by the elements of the petty bourgeoisie and the ferocious campaign by the class enemy who draws 
in his action from the arsenal his most demagogic and poisonous chauvinistic and anti-Semitic 
arguments. 


Despite these difficulties, we are most deeply convinced that the Party will emerge from this 
struggle strengthened, more cohesive than ever, better armed ideologically, more hardened and 
immune to opportunistic influences, more politically mature for the great task of uniting the 
working class, of forming one workers' Party. 


As it has done so many times in the past, our Party will prove again that it is capable of thwarting 
the enemy's temptations, that it can resist the pressure of foreign ideology, that it will remain 
faithful to the ideas of socialism, to the ideas of Marxism-Leninism, that it will not betray the trust 
of the working class, that it will not betray the ideals and aspirations, for which the best sons of the 
working class and of the nation have fought and died over several generations. 


Under the second point on the agenda, the Plenum discussed the Party's current tasks in the field of 
rural economic and social policy. The resolutions passed on this issue arm the Party, especially its 
rural organisations, and prepare them to fulfil the serious tasks before them. 


The Plenum pointed out concrete ways for the struggle of the working class, the poor and middle 
peasantry in order to curb the exploitation of capitalist elements in the countryside, to provide 
comprehensive assistance to the vast majority of the countryside, the poor and middle peasantry, 
and to wrest rural supremacy away from the hands of the rural rich. 


The Plenum indicated concrete measures leading to the attainment of these goals in all areas of rural 
life, namely: in the maintenance of a good, remunerative price for grain, in the implementation of a 
just tax policy and a class-just rural credit policy, in the expansion and reorganisation of machinery 
facilities with a guarantee of their use primarily for the needs of those most in need of assistance, 
i.e., farms without livestock, in the ‘massification’, democratisation, and improvement of communal 
Peasant Self-Help Cooperatives (“spdtdzielni Samopomocy Chtopskiej”’), and finally in the 
purification and renewal of the entire rural economic and administrative apparatus. 


The Plenum resolutions undoubtedly represent a concrete, developed plan to help the poor and 
middle peasants and protect them from capitalist exploitation. 


There is no doubt that the implementation of these Plenum resolutions will significantly mobilise 


the peasant masses, allow them to effectively oppose the rural rich in their struggle to reduce 
capitalist exploitation in the countryside and raise its material welfare and cultural status. 
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In the development of the July resolutions, the Plenum clarified the Party's position on the issue of 
cooperative production in the countryside and responded in a concrete way to a number of doubts 
on this issue that had been troubling the peasant masses. 


While forcefully emphasizing that in the long-term process of transition from an individual to a 
cooperative economy in agriculture — the Party sees the only way for a really rapid increase in the 
welfare of the countryside, the liquidation of poverty and the abolition of capitalist exploitation, the 
Plenum at the same time warmed against any harmful rush in this area, rush that is tantamount to 
adventurism. 


The Plenum stated the harmfulness of any rush after quantity in this field and stressed that 
organised production cooperatives should be of exemplary character. The Plenum stated that based 
on the existing real machinery and financial capabilities of the State, as well as considering that the 
inclining of the peasant masses to a collective form of economy can only take place on the basis of 
experience, the development of cooperative production in the countryside in the immediate years 
will be limited in its quantitative character. 


The Plenum forcefully affirmed the principle of complete voluntarism in the organisation of 
production cooperatives and announced a severe struggle against all possible attempts to violate this 
principle. There is no doubt that these Plenum resolutions will bring clarity to the question of the 
development of production cooperatives in agriculture and will contribute greatly to nipping in the 
bud all attempts by the class enemy to spread confusion and disorder in this matter. 


An important place in the Plenum's resolutions was given to state estates, outlining ways to quickly 
increase their crop and livestock production and to intensify their assistance to peasant farms. 


The tasks put forward by the Plenum in the field of agriculture require a significant mobilisation of 
the efforts of our entire Party organisation, especially its rural organisations. The Party's attention 
should be turned to the countryside to a much greater extent than before. During its four-day 
meeting the Plenum of the Central Committee carried out a general review of the road of 
development on which the Party is leading the Polish working people on the basis of the unity of 
action of the whole democratic bloc. On this road our guiding idea is the idea of People's Poland, 
which is developing towards a new social system. This new system is socialism. 


The Polish Workers' Party took responsibility for the correct construction of this system in our 
specific national conditions. These conditions were made up of the legacy of centuries, the legacy 
of battles and tragic experiences, the legacy of specific economic, cultural and psychological 
characteristics. Only in a hard revolutionary struggle can the numerous obstacles posed to the new 
system by the old social relations based on the exploitation and oppression of man be overcome. 


The old social relations were shaped over the centuries by the old ideology, which responded to the 
needs and aspirations of the privileged classes. The old ideology is opposed decisively and 
consistently by the one and only revolutionary ideology of the working class, the ideology of 
Marxism-Leninism. On the foundations of this ideology the future united Party of the working 
masses must base itself firmly and steadfastly. All ideological fluctuations are and cannot be 
nothing else but a reflection of the layering of the old ideology in the human psyche. 


In the daily pulse of the hard life of the working masses all the creative power of man, his great 


transforming social force is contained. Only from the deposits of this creative power, drew their 
revolutionary inspirations the greatest guides of human progressive social thought. Only from the 
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deposits of this creative force grew, transformed in the brilliant minds of Marx and Lenin into a 
great social program, the revolutionary ideology of the proletariat, which today is led and enriched 
by the great and brilliant leader of the world proletariat and head of the CPSU(b) — comrade Stalin. 


In the many years of revolutionary struggle against the tsarist regime, against foreign and domestic 
fascism, against the barbaric Nazi invasion — the Polish workers' movement, with our Party at its 
head, has achieved such strength and maturity that it is leading a broad social movement of the 
working masses of cities and villages, whose political expression is the bloc of democratic parties. 
In the deadly, heroic struggle against the invader, the working masses of Poland met with the self- 
sacrificing fraternal help of the liberation army of the peoples of the USSR. Thanks to this help, the 
country destroyed by the Nazi invaders gained its freedom, while the masses of people in an 
indefatigable effort are today building People's Poland. The plans for this construction will be 
drawn up by the United Workers' Party — the most faithful and steadfast exponent of Marxism- 
Leninism — the great revolutionary ideology of the proletariat, based on the assistance and political 
alliance of all the parties of the democratic bloc. 


Drawing on the experience of the seventy years of development of the Polish workers' movement, 
on the experience of the one hundred years of struggle of the world workers' movement, on the 
experience of the victorious Russian Revolution, on the experience of the thirty years of victorious 
socialist construction in the USSR - on the ideological basis of Marxism-Leninism, a great historic 
act of unification of the PPR and PPS is taking place, an act of political unification of the Polish 
working class. The united workers' Party assumes primary historical responsibility for the future of 
the Polish nation, and becomes the guarantor of its future flourishing. It will be able to unite 
permanently all the forces of the democratic bloc, to secure that political and cultural position which 
Poland can and should have among the progressive nations of the world. The Party alone, on the 
basis of the alliance of workers, peasants and intelligentsia, whose political expression is the 
democratic bloc, will be able to ensure an ever-increasing level of prosperity for the whole working 
people of Poland. 


A new socio-economic foundation for Poland is already emerging from the war devastation at an 
ever faster and more rapid pace. There is and can be no doubt whatsoever that the only guarantor of 
an uninterrupted increase in the rate of Poland's successful development can only be a Party that is 
unswervingly faithful to the revolutionary ideology of the proletariat, unwavering in its fidelity to 
this ideology and capable of putting into practice its creative principles in our concrete and peculiar 
conditions. 


The great and inestimable achievement of our Plenum is the fact that it managed to free the Party 
leadership fully from the ideological taints and hesitations that were still weighing on it, that it 
secured the Party from the danger of right-wing and nationalist deviation from the Party's correct 
fundamental line, that it clearly delineated and set before the Party reliable tasks and means for 
combatting this danger. 


The Party leadership is leaving the present Plenum solid and united, strengthened by the great 
achievements of the ideological discussion, the level of which testifies to the Party's strength and 
steadfastness. The calculations of the reaction speculating on the deepening of fluctuations and 
ideological cracks in the cohesive group of the Party leadership turned out to be ridiculous and 
illusory. The Polish Workers’ Party is a Party that possesses in itself, in its leading cadres, an 
invaluable legacy of revolutionary fortitude. The guarantee of the Party's ideological steadfastness 
is its vigilant fighting stance, its lively daily connection to the working masses. 
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Hence, the conclusion that can be drawn from the recommendations and achievements of the 
Plenum for the entire Party: bind all links of the Party to the working masses even more tightly than 
ever. Not even for a moment can we be satisfied with what has been achieved so far in the 
construction of People's Poland. Our achievements are only the beginning of the great goals and 
tasks that still lie ahead of us. Our task is to destroy and undo completely the damage and handicap 
of the working man that the old social system left behind. There are still large remnants of said 
damage and handicap that we have not yet completely cleared away. Our Party must learn better to 
reach the depths of evil and to remove it persistently, systematically and tirelessly. In order to carry 
out this task successfully, the Party must also purge its ranks of elements alien in class and ideology, 
which managed to infiltrate some links of the Party during the period of its mass growth. It is 
necessary to link the Party's lower links with the most self-sacrificing workers and workers’ leaders, 
with the most socially self-sacrificing people from the working intelligentsia. It is on them that the 
Party should base itself above all. 


The great and invaluable achievement of our Plenum is that it showed a clear path for the 
development of the Polish countryside, that it put forward a plan for state aid to the most 
disadvantaged but also the most numerous in their amount farms of small and middle peasants. In 
order to combat more effectively the handicap that the working masses inherited from the previous 
period, it is necessary to inquire more closely and specifically into the daily concerns of the worker 
and his family, to identify the sources of his ills, and to establish his needs and interests in close, 
everyday contact with him. 


The Party must constantly raise the consciousness of the working masses and their sense of 
responsibility as builders and creators of the new People's Poland. Only in this way can the 
influence of the working class on the broad strata of the labouring people - above all, on the primary 
stratum of the working peasantry - be strengthened. The mobilisation and elevation of the role of 
trade unions and worker councils is a prerequisite for the further development and strengthening of 
the general activity of the working class. Only in this way can the leadership role of the working 
masses in our country be raised and strengthened. Our achievements to date were possible only 
thanks to the new road and new forms of political system of the People's Republic of Poland. 


We can quickly amplify this result by further mobilisation of all patriotic forces which matured, 
strengthened and hardened among the working people of Poland in the most difficult period, the 
period demanding the greatest fortitude and sacrifice, in the period of national liberation struggle 
and in the next, equally difficult, early period after liberation. A faster pace of mobilisation of the 
masses for creative work in building and strengthening the new people’s democratic system 
depends on the Party's effective overcoming of resistance resulting from alien ideological 
influences. 


Developments in the world — especially in the light of the experiences of the past year — point to 
the necessity of strengthening the general bond of solidarity and peaceful cooperation of all 
progressive, democratic and anti-imperialist forces, especially the revolutionary workers’ 
movement. 


We love our native land and our nation, we are deeply attached to the cultural achievements and the 
noblest traditions of our people, the love of our nation will be all the more profound in us the more 


it is linked to a sense of solidarity with the democratic and anti-imperialist forces of the world. 


The great significance and invaluable ideological achievement of the present Plenum also lies in the 
fact that, by pointing out to the Party the tasks of fighting the danger of right-wing and nationalist 
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deviations, it strengthened in the Party the awareness of the great leading role of the USSR and 
CPSU(b) in the liberation struggle of mankind, in the struggle for global progress, in the struggle 
for independence and sovereignty of all nations, in the struggle for independence and sovereignty of 
Poland. Therefore, we should not set aside for a moment the strengthening in the ranks of our Party 
of a sense of international connection, in educating our cadres in a spirit of loyalty to the 
revolutionary principles of internationalism. 


Comrades! 


By strengthening our links with the working masses, by inquiring into their daily concerns and 
needs, by uprooting assiduously from our life the remnants of damage and handicap, by 
strengthening the worker-peasant alliance on the platform of the struggle for rural progress, for the 
relief of the poor and middle peasantry, by deepening the people's democratic character of our state 
and by strengthening the socialist basis of our national economy, by educating the Party, the 
working masses in the spirit of loyalty to the program of our Party and by vigilantly guarding its 
ideological purity, by strengthening the internationalist bond with the USSR and the countries of 
people's democracy and the progressive forces of the world, by boldly walking under the banner of 
Marxism-Leninism at the head of the Polish working masses — our Party, as the fundamental force 
of the future United Party, will fulfil its historic tasks with dignity and victory. 


Comrades! 


Spread to the whole Party, and through it to the working masses, the great experience and 
achievements of the last Plenum of the Central Committee. 


I sincerely wish you the most successful results in fulfilling this task. 


According to the transcript+. 
Footnotes: 
1. V. Lenin, Works, vol. 21, "Ksiazka i Wiedza" 1951, pp. 152, 153 and 155. 


2. Narada Informacyjna dziewieciu partii, "Nowe Drogi," 1947, p. 8. 
3. J. Stalin, Problems of Leninism, "Ksiqazka i Wiedza" 1951, p. 97. 


* Fracy: The right wing of SDKPiL 


Thank you for reading, this work has been translated by the ‘A Nationalist Proletarian’ Project, you 
can reach us on Twitter or Odysee, we are happy to take any suggestions regarding the quality of 
our translations, if you’d like to join our project then contact us on Twitter. 
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